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WER 2 PEDERI e RA AIP BP AB 


DAR Sin, 


GREEABLE to your wiſhes, I ſubmit to your con- 

ſideration, a few obſervations on a pamphlet, that 1s 
intended as a reply to a letter addreſſed to the Calviniſtic 
Baptiſts on the ſubje& of unſcriptural doxologies, 


I doubt not but you will recollect that the author of that 
letter charged the orthodox Baptiſts with uſing doxologies 
in their public devotions which are unſcriptural ; that 
they were ſo tenacious of theſe forms of their own making, 
as ſcarcely ever to aſcribe glory to Godat the concluſion of 
their prayers, in the very devout and expreſſive language 
which was uſed by Chrift and his Apoſtles!; and that this 
practice ſeems to arraign the wiſdom of our bleſſed Savior 
in not adopting the moſt ſuitable forms in aſcribing glory, 
dominion and praiſe to God—has an obvious tendency to 
create ſuſpicions in the mind of the people at large, that 
the Apoſtles were not perfect judges of the way to conduct 
our devotions, and conſequently that the phraſeology of 
the New Teſtament, is not the moſt correct and expreſive 
to deſcribe God, and the worſhip which all men owe to 
him. For it was ſaid, if other phraſes mult be almoſt uni- 
verſally uſed, ſuch as have no dire& countenance in the 
Bible, to expreſs the ideas we have of the Deity, the natu- 
ral inference is this; that thoſe who uſe ſuch phraſes, muſt 
think them better upon the whole than thoſe which were uſed 
by the holy Apoſtles, men divinely inſpired! And this 
concluſion muſt hold good univerſally, reſpecting ſuch as 
are in the habit of ſubſtitutinga human form for one that is 
divine, and of copying the example of fallible men, inſtead 
of adhereing to the direction and practice of our great 
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Lawgiver 
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Lawgiver and his Apoſtles. Beſides this practice appears 
totally inconſiſtent with the ſentiments of the Baptiſts, as 
Was ſhe wn inthkeletteralreadyreferredto—-forit is one of the 
profeſſed leading principles, of this denomination of 
chriſtians, to adhere to the plain precepts and examples 
of the Bible, in forming their faith, and in ane 
their worſhip. 


With this conviction, the Letter-writer was quite at a 
loſs to underſtand, how the Baptiſts could expect their 
brethren; the Pœdobaptiſts to relinquiſh their practice of 
ſprinkling infants becauſe it was not founded on any 
direct precept or example in the New Teſtament, whilit they 
were ina ſimilar practice as to their doxologies. The one 
is as much built on inference as the other, and it appeared 
to him neither fair nor candid, to expect from others a 
compliance with a law, or rule of conduct, that was not 
admitted to bind the perſons who made it. Indeed I am 
quite of the opinion that the Pœdobaptiſts have it in their 
Power to addreſs the orthodox Baptiſts in an argumentum ad 
hominem, that is very juſt, though a little ſevere ; It is 
thus exprelled i in the language of ſcripture; * Caſt out 
firſt the beam out of thine own eye, and then ſhalt thou 
ſee clearly to pull out the mote that is in thy brother's 
eye.“ When you compare the importance of the ritual 
and variable parts of worſhip, with the moral and ſtand- 
ing parts of it in all ages, you will think the language of 
our Savior to be in point in the caſe to which we are now 
applying it. In my view chere is no propoſition in the 
world, more ſelf evident than this; The moral circum- 
ſtances of men being the ſame, they ought to be governed 
dy the ſame laws. It is from this principle we infer, that 
a departure from the direct inſtructions of the Bible, in the 
more important parts of religion, will warrant a departure 
from them in the leſs intreſting concerns of it. And if thie 
principle be admitted, I cannot loo Þ but it will eyentually 
leſſen 
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leſſen the re verence. e ought ever to have for the word af 
Cod. But how can the Baptiſts, the orthodox Baptiſts, 
think that their expoſtulations about baptiſm can be at- 
tended with any ſucceſs, whilſt they depart as far, at leaſt 
from the ſcripture, as their Pœdobaptiſt brethren ? This 
is a trait in human conduct and expectation that cannot ea- 
ſaly be deſcribed. The principle is this, I may act without 
precept or precedent to govern my conduct, nay in oppo- 
ſition to both; but if a fellow chriſtian does the ſame, he is 
cenſured by me, and demanded to reform ! Now the 
perſon who can do this, muſt poſſeſs a very peculiar habit 
of mind, or he muſt preſume very much on the candor of 
the world if he expect not to be told, “go and obey the 
law that you have made : ſhew by your practice, that the 


poſitive authority of God i in 5 things regulates your own 
conduct.“ 


But the writer of the remarks on the letter to the Bap- 
tiſts, will perhaps prove that the politive rites of religion 
and aſcriptions of praiſe to God, are not ſubjett to the 
ſame law. The difference, if there be any, will make in 
favor of the argument of the author of the letter to the 
Baptiſts, ſince poſitive rites may vary with the circum - 
ſtances of mankind, as is evident from the diſpenſations 
of revealed religion, and conſequently the laws that inſti- 
tute them are not of an unchangeable nature ; whereas 
aſcriptions of praiſe and glory to God, muſt remain ever 
the ſame, as long as God and man exiſt. This being the 
caſe, you will not wonder that the writer of the remarks hath 
not advanced one reaſon in favor of the diſtinction that ſome 
have ſuppoſed to exiſt between the law that regulates our 
conduct in all the poſitiue rites of religion; and the law 
that directs our devotion in the more ſolemn parts of it. 
Had he attempted to reaſon on the ſubject, in this view of 
it, Iam ſatisfied it would have operated directly againſt 
the praftice of not adhereing to * modes of wor- 
ſhip 3 
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hip, i in concluding our prayers after theexample of Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles. He quotes a paſſage from Mr, Pocrtn' 'S 
pPœdobaptiſm Exaniined, (p. 2g. 24. 25.) of remarks, which 
faith nothing but this“ That the Baptiſts require poſi- 
tive precepts or examples to direct us in the ritual part of 
Worfhip—and will admit of proof by inferences in mat- 
*ters of moral obligation And What is this to the pur- 
poſe? We knew 211 this before. This is ſtating propo- 
tions and leaving others to prove them! But you will 
aſk the writer of the remarks for his proofs : for you look 
for cuidence in this caſe, and not authority you expect 
fome reaſons to be produced why inferences will not do 
in one caſe as well as in the other, I appeal to you Sir : 
J appeal to the orthodox Baptiſts themſelves ; if Mr, 
Boorn, or the writer of the remarks, has advanced any 
thing like a reaſon, for the variation of the law that di- 
rects theritesof religion, from that which governs the moral 
obligations of worſhip. The fact is, that in many in- 
ſtances, moral obligations partake of the nature of poſi- 
tive inſtitutions : Such are the firſt and ſecond command= _ 
ments—and-ſuch is the direction of our Lord, where he #— 
aith, “ Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, and him 
only ſhalt thou ſerve.“ The worſhip of God. generally 
conſidered is a moral obligation founded on relationſhip ; 
but when God is pleaicd to inform us how he will be wor- 
ſhipped—that worſhip becdmes doubly binding—becomes 
2 poſitive inſtitution, from the xpreſs direction of our 
great Lawgiver and Judge. Here then,you will obſerve 
nothing can be found that favors unſcriptural doxologies. 
Thus far Sir, we have no apology in reaſon, for a com- 
mon uſage in divine worthip. Let us turn our attention 
to this writer's proof from ſcripture, why he prefers un- 
ſcriptural doxologies, to fcriptural ones. The ſubjeR in 
this view of it becomes new and curious! It is placing 
{cripture agair ft {cripture—or perhaps, as it will pre- N 
ſently appear. arguing from inferences, againſt a current 
of tne molt dire ꝓr pf. ** $h 
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We are told that we are- baptized in the name of 
the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt—and that there 


are three that bear record in heaven, and that theſe three 
are one—that Chriſt and his Father are one and that 
the Apoſtle wiſhes the grace of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


and the love of God, and. the fellowſhip of the Holy 
Choſt, to be with all chriſtians : And from thele premiſes 


the writer would infer that the Calviniſtic Baptiſts ought . 
to uſe unſcriptural doxologics. The argument that is 
built on the commillion, to favor the common orthodox 
doxologies, “ proves too much, thereſore it proves no- 
thing' '—Paul tells us, 1 Cor. x. 2. That the Iſraelites 


were baptized into Moſcs—a phraſe which undoubtedly 


means the ſame as to be baptized into the name of Moſes, 
ſee Gal. iii. 27. and Rom. vi. 3. But were the Iſraelites 
obligated by this to pay the ſame divine honors to Moſes 
as to God? Will the writer of the remarks aſſert this ? 


But this he muſt do to be conſiſtent, or to make an ar- 


gument to favor an unſcriptural uſage from this 


text. At any rate I may be permitted to aſk - 


—Are theſe ſcriptures in point? Have. they any 


reference whatever to prayer? The anſwer is plain , 


—No. For what purpoſe then they are introduced 
in the remarks, is beſt known to the writer himſelf. It is 
certain they are not direct proofs. The arguments he 


would draw from theſe premiſes, amount to nothing but , 


. MS . z , : - 
inferences—and inferences ſo precarious and far-fitched in 


their application, as. never to be alluded to by any of the 


Apoſtles, and the firſt and moſl'glorious chriſtians, in the | 


concluſion of their prayers, Inferences axe not admitted 
in the affair of Baptiſm, when the queſtion is not ſo 
much about the inſtitution itſelf, as about certain circum- 


ſtances that relate to the ordinance, and which it is ſup- 


poſed will, admit of a latitude of interpretation. The 
Pœdobaptiſts in general, as well as the Baptiſts, acknow- 
ledge the validity of Baptiſm, but difter about the mode 
in which the ordinance, is to be performed, and about the 
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ſabjects of it. Here however inference is nothing at all, 
according to the view of the vindicator of the odd 
Baptiſts, Why might not JI fay in my turn I will not 
admit of your inference ? You have not given any rea- 
ſon why I ſhould. Sir, I demand a poſitive precept of 
You—You have made the law—and your brother Boorn 
has ratified it. He hath ſhown that poſitive precepts and 
precedents are all in all in the affairs of revealed religion. 
Indeed he would with to explain away this point where 
it preſſes him, but he has not favored us with his reafors 


| for ſo doing; and he hath faid ſo much in favor, of the 


fulneſs and perfeftion of the ſcriptures in all things that con- 
cern our faith and practice, that I am inclined to be of 
his opinion. As for what the writer of the remarks hath 
ſaid about God, Chriſt, and the Holy Spirit ſuppoſe 
he will admit that the Apoſtles knew as much as himſelf, 
about Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and honored them as 


muchas he, or any ofhis orthodox brethren may do- Vet they 


never uſed his doxologies they never thought that they rob- 
bed Chriſt and the Holy Spirit of any of their glory 
by not uſing modern ſound doxologies ! Is the writer of 
the remarks more anxious about glorifying the Trinity 
than the Apoſtles were? Or is he afraid of hereſy if he 
ſhould be in the habit of following them ? Is he appre- 
henſive of the truth being ſacrificed by imitating the firſt 
chriſtians who ſhed their blood in defence of the pure goſ- 
pel ? Can you ſuppoſe if the modefn doxologies had 
been underſtood by the Apoſttes to be the great bulwarks 
of the orthodox faith, they would havè omitted them? 
You cannot anſwer this queſtion without fuppoſing either 
that the Apoſtles did not judge fuch aſcriptions were 
agreeable to their views of the goſpel—or they did not 
think they tended to ſpiritual edification Lor elfe they 
were ignorant on the ſubject, or indifferent about it, and 
left it to modern ages, I will not call them times of igno- 
trance, becauſe all this happened under the gofpe! diſpen- 
lation, to ſettle more ns expreflions to convey our 
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afcriptions of ory to God, than were uſed by 
men divinely inſpired ! Suppoſe I were to make 
my appeal to the world, and aſk who underſtood 
the Chriſtian religion belt ? Chriſt and his Apoſtles—or 
the orthodox Baptiſts of the Weſtern Aſſociation ? 
Whilſt then I find the author of the remarks and his 
brethren unwilling to conduct their devotion and afcripti* 
ons of praiſe, according to the example of Chriſt and 
his bleſted Apoſtles, © Whilſt they forbear the uſe of 
this remarkable apoſtolic language, it looks as if they 
were conſcious that it would not properly expreſs the facts 
to which it ſhould be applicd”—and it looks as if they 
ſuppoſed the firſt chriſtians have not left us the beſt direc- 
tions to give God glory and praiſe ! But if this princi- 
ple be admitted, I fear it will carry us too far, to ſupport 
the ſole authority of our gracious, wiſe, and compaſſion- 

ate Savior, over his church. We mult therefore reject the 
principle that would mend the goſpel, and would make 
the reaſonings of fallible men, of equal authority with the 
facts that are recorded inthe Bible, I might preſs this point, 
and place it in ſtill trongerlight, did I think it neceſſary. 
__ Having noticed all that this writer has attempted to ſay 
from ſcripture, in defence of his practice, permit me to 
ſveak to the only argument in his whole book, ad- 
vanced againſt the reaſoning in the letter to the Baptiſts, 

he ſubſtance of it is this—The Author's propoſition in 
defence of ſcripture doxologies proves too much, there- 
fore it proves nothing—p. 26 remarks. - But ſurely this 
realoning may be turned againſt himſelf by the Pœdo- 
baptit—He may ſay, „ Your demand of us, that we 
produce a dirett precept or example proves too much 
you admit of inferences in {ome parts of religion, as valid 
proofs—are you the only judges in what caſes inferences 
are to be received or rejected? If you infer, permit us to 
enjoy the ſame privilege—we have the fame Bible as you 
have and the ſame God to ſerve—and the ſame conſcience 
tokeep pure—let us agree in the facts of chriſtianity, and 
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expreſs them in the lan guage of the e „andletus un 
een in the preſence of Got“! For the pre- 
ſent however, let us wave this advantage of comparing 
difficulties, and of forming an argumentum ad ignorantiam— 
Let us fully meet the objection, and examine its force. 
Prayer is an addreſs to the Deity, and cont! ils of ſeveral 
Parts Some parts reſpect the great object of our devotion 
in his unchangeable nature and perfections, in his unri- 
valled honors and glories ! We call upon him as our 
God, Creator or -Father—in theſe relations he is the ſame 
throughout all ages and kingdoms. We confels at his feet, 
that we are guilty, and have rcbelled—here we expreſs 
ourſelves in that language which is moſt ſuitable to de- 
ſcribe our condition, and the language. will vary at dif- 
ferent times, with the variations in our moral circum- 
ſtances, Our unworthineſs in one view will impreſs us 
now——then it will ſtrike us in anether-—In ſhort, this 
part of prayer will be as variable frames, Cxcr- 
ciſes, trials, temptations, hopes aS Ai 8. So alſo with 
reſpett to our petitions At one time we have this favor 
to aſk of God, at another time we have another to peti- 
tion for: Would the prayers of the three Jews in the 
fiery furnace; of- Daniel in the Lion's den; cr i» Jonah 
in the belly of the ſiſh, have been ſuitable to be uſed in 
any other ſituation, When tis probable their object was 


deliverance from ſach ſingular allictions ? 


You will 
ealily obſerve that our confe lions and petitions are parts 
of prayer that have relation to |the variable frame and ſitu- 
ation of men—but when we afcribe all 8 dominion, 
and praiſe to God, us he is ever the fame, we may with 
the ſtricteſt propriety ſubmit to be taught by men divinely 
inſpired: The concluſion of our prayers, ſuch as hath 
relatiofi to the unchangeable nature of God—to his ever- 
laſting and univerſal dominiong ſhould for that reaſon be 
the lame as we have been taught by the word of God to 


aſcribetohim.unleſs we think that we ought tobe wile above 


what is written—unlcts w2 judge we know how to give 
| | glory 
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glory to God, in terms more conſiſtent and expreſſive than 
thoſe we are directed to by the Holy Ghoſt, And if we 
entertain ſuch a preſumption, it is not the way to honor 
the Holy Spirit, though we may talk much about our ob- 


ligations to him! | 

| If the writer of the remarks had diſtinguiſhed between 
ſuch parts of prayer as are expreſſive of the mutability of 
the Creature, and thoſe which relate to the ummutability of 
God, he might have ſeen the propricty of adhereing to 
the latter, when the former could not poſſibly apply. 
It may be further obſerved, that very few of the prayers 


of the Apoſtles of any length have been tranſmitted to us 

not ſo as to their aſcriptions of glory and praiſe, We 

have a great variety of theſe, either of which we may 

ule with ſafety, candor and charity, and by ſo doing we 

« © ſhall avoid introducing confuſion and contention among 
| the worſhippers of the tame God: and promote his glory 
by maintaining an unity of ſpirit, in the ſtedfaſt bond of 
the golpel of peace! How much more benevolent and 
chriſtian would this appear! How much more in harmo- 
ny with the dignity of our profeſſion, and the glory of 
our callingato drop unſcriptural epithets of party diſ- 
tinction, in the moſt ſolemn parts of worſhip, and unite 
as the children of the ſame God, in expreſſing our ideas 
of his glory, in firains with which he is pleaſed to inſpire 
us! Miſtaken muſt that mind be, which thinks that it 


gives glory to God, when it is cheriſhing confuſion in his 
family—wounding the confcience of pious and ſincere 
worſhippers—departing from the letter, if not from the 
ſpirit of the goſpel, and affording fatisfation to none 
but the miſtaken and prejudiced ! Surely this is not 
the kind, friendly and healing ſpirit of Chriſt! 
We cannot behold it contended .for but with grief yet 
contended for it is, ſo long as any reſiſt the ſcripture dox- 
ologies ! If the ſpirit of true and exalted piety be our 
object, whillt we cheriſh the worſhip of God, what vaſt 


advantage ſhall we find by comparing the energy and 


— 


lublimity 
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ſublimity of ſcripture doxologies, with thoſe that are uſed 
by the Calviniſtic Baptiſts! Let us here contraſt the 
Apoſtle Paul, under the inſpiration of the Spirit of God 
concluding his prayer, with the author of the remarks 
and a member of the Weſtern Aſfociation concluding his, 
The former, with all the gravity of an Apoſtle, ſtanding 
before God, will thus aſcribe glory to his Maker—he will 
Nile him © The bleſſed and only Potentate, the King of 
Kings and Lord of Lords, who only hath immortality, 
dwelling in the light which no man. can approach unto, 
whom no man hath ſeen nor can ſee, to whom be honor 
and power everlaſting, Amen.” This deſcription ap- 
pears fo full of dignity, majeſty and conſiſtence, as pow- 
erfully to impreſs the heart; as to hold the ſoul in a kind 


of reverential fſufpence Here I ſce the greatneſs of my 


God! But let us hear a modern orthodox Baptiſt 


expreſſing himſelf on the ſame ſubjet—* To whom, 


with the Father, and the Holy Spirit, be aſcribed domi- 
nion and praiſe for ever.” p. 22, of remarks. What an 
amazing difference in language !—but it might be 
thought invidious to follow the compariſon anv further, 
as the one was an inſpired Apoſtle, the other a fallible 
man! May we have humility to learn of Jeſus Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles ! This will be the beſt proof of our 
tubmitting to the rightcoulneſs of Cod! In point of 
ag and charity, adhereing to ſcripture dos :ologics: has 
{ly the preference. 


And here Sir I ſhould conclude, had not the author 
of the remarks teſtificd his approbation of the Aſſociation 
letter of the year 1735. After {ome of the leading mini- 
Ners in the Veftern Baptiſt Aﬀociation had expreſſed 
their d:fapprovation of the letter in queſtion—it is ſome— 
thing very in 3 to find it ſpoken favourably of 
by this-writer, ' lee p. 8. 9.) Yea, as containing 'the fame 


fyſtem of fruth as is ſtill taright by the miniſters in this 


connection. 
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Permit me to requeſt your ſentiments on the following 
paſſage in the above named letter. 


« We lament with you, the aboundings of vice in 
6 every form; the name of God is profaned—his goods 
« neſs abuſed——his day is deſpiſed his law is inſulted, 
s and his worſhip is neglected: Theſe things ſhall be 
for a lamentation, but theſe are not the greateſt evils we 
$ ſee prevail, nor are you molt in danger in your chriſti- 
& an courſe to diſhonor the Lord, from the tranſgreſſi- 
ons of the wicked”---and then adds But the ſnare 
which endangers the chriſtians ſtedfaſtneſs, is the 
plauſibility of error, and the character of thoſe h 
oſſer it to us ere there is a profeſſed regard for the glory 
of God and the good of mankind, accompanied with a candid 
temper, and a life of virtue: there we wiſh you to i pect, till. 
4 you have examined every propoſal made to you." 

According to this repreſentation, the ſuppoſed ſpecu- 
tative errors of ſuch men as profeſs to glorify God, with 
a candid temper and virtuous lives; are greater evils 
than blaſphemy, proſanation, Sc. I will not make any re- 
marks on this paſſage, but leave it before the public tri- 
bunal to ſtand or fall, to be applauded or cenſured! I 
have only to add, this is one of the paſſages the writer 
of the letter to the Baptiſt thought exceedingly uncandid, 
reprehenſible and injurious, and ſuch as ought not to 
have the ſfanction of a body of chriſtian miniſters! But 


the whole letter it ſeems, muſt now be defended ! Tan- 
{ene animis celeftibus ire? 


It appears to me, that the writer of the remarks is in- 
Elined to loole fight of the queſtion at ifſue---the doxologres 
---and introduce the Trinity and atonement, as ſubjeQs 
of debate, But much has been ſaid by many good men 
already on theſe points; and 1 hope it will give offence 
neither to the author of the letter, nor to the gentleman 
who makes remarks upon it, to ſay, that more has been 
faid witcly and learnedly on theſe points, than it is in 


their 


— 


z 
L 
4 


— 


2 oe 


| 
| 
N 
| 
| 


* 


r 


614 9 

their power to improve upön : . Beſides it is impoſſible 
from his remarks to ſav, What Trinity, or what atone- 
ment the remarker would wiſh to defend: Every perfon 
of any deſcernment, I believe, that will read the re- 
marks willgivehim credit chat he does not mean todefendthe 
old Athanalian orthodox Trinity, tor he cautiouſly. avoids 
the peculiar diſtinctions which we find in the celebrated 
creed of St. Athanaſius: Nor does he appear willing to 
countenance the doctrine of three diſtin, divine, phito- 
ſophical perſons or beings in one God, lee p. 12 of re- 
marks. The Writer of. the letter to the Baptiſts is as 
rm in the belief of the ſcripture doctrine of Father, 
Son, and Holy Choſt, and of the glorious doctrine of 
our reconcihation to God by the death of his Son, as 
any one of the members of the Weſtern Aſſociation. In theſe 
obſervations I have a much higher object than to fix the atten- 
tion oſ the public on the pen of the writer of the remarks, 


otherwiſe, I could direct you, ana the public; toobſerve what 


dofirine is taught in p. 16. 17. 18. of remarks, and in p. 
12. 13. I am candid enough however, to hope that the 
author did not ſec clearly what he there advanced; 
otherwiſe he would have avoided it. The ſpirit and 
manner of this writer I can pity, but cannot ſuller myſelf 
to imitate, | 

The obnoxious paſſage in p. 16. of letter to the Bap- 
tiſts, means no more according to my View, than that it 


3s an arknowled Jocd maxim among tlie Calviniitic Bap- 


tiſts, that unfcriptural worſhip 1s wrong ; and that the 


worſhip which hath neither a direct precept nor precedent 
to fanckion it, is the worthip intended to be deſcribed. 
F this nature is the worſhip that is ſanctioned by the 

common COXOLOgICS ; and if to, it muſt. be 'wrong---and 
it mot be known to he. lo.to all thoſe who candidly exa- 
mine the word of God, and maintain the principle rc- 
forred to. This is tnc idca the author of the letter to the 
Daptilis Bas df the labjekt; what is wrong in one, is 
wrong n another, and the Principle. that makes it wrong 
Is e>Vious: It this CXPLUCUHLON of the pafſ age is indc- 
| fenſiblo, 


8 


o 


fonſible, he gives it up as incorrect; not from the rex» 
Toni: 17 of. the remarker, for he has ſaid nothing to prove, 
that. it will not admit of the above interpretation. but 
from a Pringle of candor. Nevertheleſs, he has 
a rig hit to ſay that the above Was the ſenſe in Which he 
meant the phraſe, 6 vou know it is wrong,” and he ſubmits 
this ſenſe to the judgement of the Public, He was not 
ſo groſs as to affix to his brethren in general, the very 
coarſe epi ithets that their friend hath ſeen proper to apply 
to them, for he has a real eſteem for the pious and ſincere 
I of every party. And it is alſo evident the monthly re- 
vie wers, a body of the firſt reſpectability in all the 
walks of literature and liberality, did not underſtand the 
paſſage in queſtion, as the writer of the remarks was 
pi-aſed to conſtrue it: Nor can it be ſaid w ith candor, 
that their attention was not ſ#fficiently. called to it! The 
author of the remarks i is at liberty if ho pleaſe, to correct 
theſe gentlemen. 


Pardon me Sir, for 1 thoſe little 2 ities, 
„ as they can intereſt the public opinion but v ery little, and 
the point at iſſue none at all. I ſhall only detain vou ſor 
a few moments longer, whilſt I remind you of the ſtate 
of the queſtion as it now ſcands betwixt the Calviniſtic 
Baptiſts and the author of the printed letter that was ad- 
dreſſed to them on the ſubjeft of unic riptural dox0109128 
It remains-yet certain that we have in the new Felt and 
above twenty, different forms,of -concluding ge and 
aſcribing glory to the Deity, and yet not one of theſe is 
generally uſed by an orthodox man. It alſo appears that 
the Baptiſts continue to demand of their bret! eee © FE” 
dobaptiſts, a precept or example to juſtify their practice * 

ſprinkling their children, and will not admit of the plea 
of inference; and vet they will make uſe of inference 
themſelves, to juſtify their departure from the, expreſs 
declarations of the rol; pel: It is evident too, that they are 
5 Tenacious of avoiding the ſcripture da and thus of 
eſtabliſhing a principle that calls in queſtion the ſupremacy 

of Chriſt in his church, 1 all this is done to [upport the 

party. of the golpel. But certainly this 1s DER: inning at the 
25 wrong 
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«wrong end, for who can think ſoberly of fapporting the 
purity of the chriſtian religion in any other way, than by 
complying with the precepts and imitating the example of 
Chriſt and his apoſtles? Chriſt faith, learn of me. If 
they were to permit a friend and a brother to ſpeak to them 
on this ſubject, he would tell them that the fide of the 
queſtion which their member would defend, mult be in 
great want of ſcripture proof to ſupport it, or elſe their 
advocate has not made the moſt of the eritichee ! it afforded. * 
He would therefore beg them to review the ſtate of the evi- 
dence on both ſides, and to ſearch the word of God, as the 
ſervants, © and difciples of Jeſus Chrift, in order 10 
know where the truth lies. The ſcripture doxologies uf? 
be right, therefore they may be uſed with a ſafe conſcience by 
all; and they can teach nothing but wing Says doctrines! 


Men and brethreu! Ye are called to the liberty of the 
goſ pel; let no man be ſtiled Maſter by you in the concerns | 
of rel: 1g:0n---The queſtign n before you is a plain quef. 
tion; you are therefoe competent to judge of it, 
and to att under the fulleſt conviction of its truths 
Confider ſeriouſly, ' that in oppoſing the ſeripture 
doxologies, you oppofe plain parts of the new Teſtament— 
If you view them as indifferent things, you occaſion a 
* to take place as to the importance and uſefulneſs 
of ſome parts of the goſpel revelation : And finally, let me 
intreat you to agitate that queſtion often in your mind, 
I. What man dares go in a way that hath neither precept 


nor ple to warrant it; from a way that hath a full cure 
Ton 5 both LIKELY F 
: 1 thao 47 U 65 

1 will not add to. 3 1 by an apology "al 


weir length, but ſubmit them to your candid , wy 
contigne, 
| De4 AR Sin, 5 


. Your SINCERE Fxxnxn; 


The writer of the Ge appears to he fo much out of terrpeg 
wich bis ſubject, as to be every w ay unfit to diſcuſs a queſtion that requires 
erl nes of mind in the invelligalion. I therefore recommend it to che 
othodox Baptiſts, to commit the defence of their doxologies to one . 
their br ,6thren who will confider that the poi: ut at iſſue is of 2 reli ius 


Baxre--aud who will treat it wich leriouinefſs. ; 


* 


